Abstract: Split window (SW) methods, which have been successfully used to retrieve measurements of land surface temperature (LST) and sea surface temperature (SST) from MODIS images, were exploited to evaluate the SST data of three sections of Italian coastal waters. For this purpose, sea surface emissivity (SSE) values were estimated by adding the effects of salinity and total suspended particulate matter (SPM) concentrations, sea surface wind speed, and zenith observation angle. The total column atmospheric water vapor contents were retrieved from MODIS data. SST data retrieved from MODIS images using these algorithms were compared with SST skin measurements evaluated from in situ data. The comparison showed that the algorithms for retrieving LST measurements minimized the error in SST data in near-land coastal waters with respect to the algorithms for retrieving SST measurements: a method for retrieving LST measurements highlighted the smallest root-mean-square deviation (RMSD) value (0.48 K) and values of maximum bias and standard deviation (σ) equal to −3.45 K and 0.41 K; the current operation algorithm for retrieving LST data highlighted the smallest values of maximum bias and σ (−1.37 K and 0.35 K) and an RMSD value of 0.66 K; and the current operation algorithm for retrieving global measurements of SST showed values of RMSD, maximum bias, and σ equal to 0.68 K, −1.90 K, and 0.40 K, respectively.
Introduction
Sea surface temperature (SST) plays a key role in life and processes in coastal waters [1] [2] [3] [4] [5] [6] [7] [8] [9] [10] [11] [12] . Monitoring water quality is one of the most pressing requirements for ensuring the sustainability of these valuable and vulnerable habitats [2] . Nowadays, SST measurements of coastal waters retrieved from remote images have a wide variety of applications such as: the analysis of temperature influence over benthic organisms [1, 3] ; the assessment of potential aquaculture sites [4] ; the detection of ground water discharge [5] ; the hydrographic characterization of nearshore waters [6] ; the monitoring of river plumes [7] , thermal plume contaminations [8] , and upwelling phenomena [9] ; quantifying complex thermal environments on coral reefs [10, 11] ; and the study of the interactions between residual circulation, tidal mixing, and fresh influence [12] . Many of these applications have stringent accuracy requirements [1, 3, 4, [8] [9] [10] [11] [12] .
Nevertheless, errors in SST measurements retrieved from remote images have been reported by several papers [1, 3, [8] [9] [10] [11] . Moreover, the differences between the in situ and satellite measurements of coastal sea temperature have also been evaluated by other authors [13] [14] [15] , where this error can be as large as 6 • C [15] . All of these papers specifically analyzed SST data retrieved from advanced very high-resolution radiometer (AVHRR) and/or moderate resolution imaging spectroradiometer The study area comprised three sections of Italian coastal waters (Figure 1a) : the Manfredonia Gulf, Taranto Gulf, and the area close to Lesina Lagoon [42] .
The Gulf of Manfredonia is a large and shallow gulf located in the western part of the southern Adriatic Sea (Figure 1a-c) . The Gargano Promontory, i.e., the most prominent coastal bulge of the entire Adriatic, forms the northern border of the gulf and the estuary of the Ofanto River forms its southern border (Figure 1b) . The gulf is named after the town of Manfredonia. The seafloor morphology is characterized by the significant increase in bathymetric gradient from the 30 m isobath to the coastline (Figure 1c ), which is due to the sediment transported by the north Adriatic current [43] . The literature indicates that the coastal marine ecosystems of the Manfredonia Gulf are influenced by agricultural, industrial, and urban activities [44, 45] . Fifteen measurement locations, situated at a distance of about 4 km from the coastline and between bathymetric lines of 10 and 15 m, were selected for describing these waters (Figure 1b,c) . Sampling at these locations was carried out over four days and some were monitored several times. Each water column was characterized by features completely different from features of other water columns that were monitored in the same position during different days. In total, 39 different water columns were analyzed and, among these, 31 locations were observed within ±2 h with respect to MODIS overpasses [13] . The Taranto Gulf is a large square shaped gulf, i.e., 140 by 140 km, which is located in the northwestern part of the Ionian Sea (Figure 1a,d ,e). The gulf is named after the town of Taranto. The seafloor morphology is characterized by the Taranto Valley, i.e., the foreland basin of the southern Italian orogenic, which crosses the Gulf of Taranto from the northwest to southeast [46] . The coastal marine ecosystems have been altered by iron and steel factories (i.e., Ilva is the most important steel production plant in Europe), petroleum refineries, and the intensive maritime traffic [47, 48] . Since their environment impacts are great, the Taranto province was officially classified as an "Area of High Environmental Risk" by the national government (Italian Law n. 349/1986), and later included in the 14 "Sites of National Interest" (Italian Law n. 426/1998). The environmental remediation of this site has been identified as a national priority (Ministerial Decree n. 468/2002). Seven measurement locations situated at different distances from the coastline (i.e., from 2 to 12 km) and at different depths (i.e., from 23 to 303 m) were chosen to analyze these waters (Figure 1d ,e). All these locations were monitored three times over four days and each water column was characterized by features completely different from features of other water columns which were monitored in the same position during different days. In total, 21 different water columns were analyzed and of these, 19 locations were observed within ±2 h with respect to MODIS overpasses [13] .
Coastal waters close to Lesina Lagoon are situated north of the promontory of Gargano in the western part of the southern Adriatic Sea (Figure 1a,f,g ). The seafloor morphology is characterized by the progressive increase of the forest dip in this coastal area. Cattaneo et al. [49] argued that the Gargano Promontory, which is very prominent toward the Adriatic Sea, acts as an obstacle to a sediment dispersal system as it changes the direction and velocity of the western Adriatic coastal current. Lesina Lagoon is situated north of the promontory of Gargano (Figure 1f,g ) and is about 22 km long, with a total area of about 51 km 2 . The lagoon is characterized by shallow water, i.e., from 0.75 to 1.5 m, and a limited sea-lagoon exchange. Human intervention in the Lesina Lagoon such as an accumulation shelf of nutrients, introduction of opportunistic species, protection of sea-lagoon exchange, and commercial activities of fishing and aquaculture, has influenced the quality of coastal and lagoon environments [50] . Six measurement locations situated at distance of about 10 km from the coastline and around a bathymetric line of 20 m were selected for describing the waters close to Lesina Lagoon (Figure 1f,g ). Six observations were monitored within ±2 h with respect to the MODIS overpass [13] . The Taranto Gulf is a large square shaped gulf, i.e., 140 by 140 km, which is located in the northwestern part of the Ionian Sea (Figure 1a,d,e) . The gulf is named after the town of Taranto. The seafloor morphology is characterized by the Taranto Valley, i.e., the foreland basin of the southern Italian orogenic, which crosses the Gulf of Taranto from the northwest to southeast [46] . The coastal marine ecosystems have been altered by iron and steel factories (i.e., Ilva is the most important steel production plant in Europe), petroleum refineries, and the intensive maritime traffic [47, 48] . Since their environment impacts are great, the Taranto province was officially classified as an "Area of High Environmental Risk" by the national government (Italian Law n. 349/1986), and later included in the 14 "Sites of National Interest" (Italian Law n. 426/1998). The environmental remediation of this site has been identified as a national priority (Ministerial Decree n. 468/2002). Seven measurement locations situated at different distances from the coastline (i.e., from 2 to 12 km) and at different depths (i.e., from 23 to 303 m) were chosen to analyze these waters (Figure 1d ,e). All these locations were monitored three times over four days and each water column was characterized by features completely different from features of other water columns which were monitored in the same position during different days. In total, 21 different water columns were analyzed and of these, 19 locations were observed within ±2 h with respect to MODIS overpasses [13] .
Coastal waters close to Lesina Lagoon are situated north of the promontory of Gargano in the western part of the southern Adriatic Sea (Figure 1a,f,g ). The seafloor morphology is characterized by the progressive increase of the forest dip in this coastal area. Cattaneo et al. [49] argued that the Gargano Promontory, which is very prominent toward the Adriatic Sea, acts as an obstacle to a sediment dispersal system as it changes the direction and velocity of the western Adriatic coastal current. Lesina Lagoon is situated north of the promontory of Gargano (Figure 1f,g ) and is about 22 km long, with a total area of about 51 km 2 . The lagoon is characterized by shallow water, i.e., from 0.75 to 1.5 m, and a limited sea-lagoon exchange. Human intervention in the Lesina Lagoon such as an accumulation shelf of nutrients, introduction of opportunistic species, protection of sea-lagoon exchange, and commercial activities of fishing and aquaculture, has influenced the quality of coastal and lagoon environments [50] . Six measurement locations situated at distance of about 10 km from the coastline and around a bathymetric line of 20 m were selected for describing the waters close to Lesina Lagoon (Figure 1f,g ). Six observations were monitored within ±2 h with respect to the MODIS overpass [13] .
In Situ and Satellite Data
A cruise undertaken to characterize these coastal areas was carried out aboard the ship Dallaporta, which belongs to the Italian National Research Council (CNR) [42] . The location of each measurement observation was chosen in accordance with Mueller et al. [34] as per the protocol and knowledge of these areas of study. Sea temperature measurements of each water column were acquired with three multi-parametric platforms [13] . Data were processed in accordance with UNESCO standards [51] .
Since the infrared radiometer on board the satellite acquires the brightness temperature at the surface skin layer of the water column (SST skin ), the measurements of sea temperature acquired with the three multi-parametric platforms were exploited to evaluate the SST skin values. For this purpose, the model for retrieving diurnal SST skin data (which was proposed by Webster et al. [52] ) was applied (Table 1 ) and the resultant values of SST skin were validated using values obtained with a model for retrieving diurnal SST skin measurements (as proposed by Fairall et al. [53] ). These diurnal methods were selected as they were extensively tested with in situ measurements under light-to-moderate wind conditions and have been confirmed by several authors [54] [55] [56] [57] . Water samples collected at each location were analyzed in the laboratory to calculate the SPM concentration in accordance with the protocols laid down Mueller et al. [58] and Pegau et al. [59] . All observed waters were classified as coastal waters in accordance with the protocol described by Mueller et al. [34] , as their concentrations of SPM were more than 0.5 mg/L (Table 1) .
Nine images from the MODIS sensor on board the Aqua satellite were acquired under clear sky conditions during the oceanographic cruise ( Table 1 ). The MODIS data (i.e., MODIS Level 1B data set, MYD021KM, which contains calibrated and geolocated radiances at-aperture for all 36 MODIS spectral bands at 1km resolution) were obtained from NASA's Distributed Active Archive Centers.
Methods

Operational Algorithms for Retrieving Global Data of Sea Surface Temperature (SST) from Moderate Resolution Imaging Spectroradiometer (MODIS) Data
Brown et al. [16] introduced the first operational algorithm for retrieving SST measurements of from MODIS bands 31 and 32, which has the following form:
where T 31 and T 32 are the brightness temperature at satellite level of MODIS bands 31 and 32 in • C, respectively; T sfc is an estimate of surface temperature in • C; θ is the satellite zenith angle; and c 1 , c 2 , c 3 , and c 4 are constant coefficients. The authors [16] provided two distinct sets of coefficients: one was retrieved from a global dataset of 1200 quality controlled radiosondes, and another was derived from European Center Medium Weather Forecast (ECMWF) assimilation model marine atmospheres. Collection 5 introduced new coefficients of the operational algorithm (Equation (1)), which were estimated for each month of any year from training data collected in 2004 [18] . Throughout this paper, SST measurements (named SST1 (radiosonde based) , SST1 (ECMWF based) , and SST1 (collection 5) ) were used to identify the data obtained with Equation (1) using the coefficients derived from radiosondes and the ECMWF assimilation model, and the coefficients of collection 5, respectively. Collection 6, which was proposed by Kilpatrick et al. [17] , introduced new coefficients and added three correction terms to the operation algorithm, i.e., a term related to the mirror side correction (mirror-side) and two terms related to zenith angle correction (θ). SST measurements were obtained with the following equation:
The coefficients of collection 6 were estimated using a generalized linear model, which was run multiple times to create 72 sets of coefficients corresponding to 12 months multiplied by six latitude bands [17] . Throughout this paper, SST measurements obtained using the coefficients and the method proposed by [17] were identified as SST2 (collection 6) data.
Algorithms for Retrieving SST Data from MODIS Data
The MODIS team developed and modified only not-linear SW algorithms for retrieving SST measurements from MODIS data [60] , whereas Sobrino et al. [37] proposed two linear SW algorithms and a linear quadratic SW technique for retrieving SST data from MODIS bands 31 and 32. Moreover, Sobrino et al. [37] introduced two terms which depend on the W value in a linear SW method. The algorithms assume the following forms:
where T 31 and T 32 are the brightness temperature at satellite level of MODIS bands 31 and 32 in K, respectively; W is the total amount of the atmospheric water vapor content in g/cm 2 ; and a 0 , a 1 , a 2 , and a 3 are the coefficients estimated from a set of 61 radiosonde observations and tested from a different set of 183 radiosonde observations. Therefore, the authors simulated MODIS data with the MODerate resolution atmospheric TRANsmission (MODTRAN) radiative transfer program and estimated a total error using both set radiosonde observations [37] . Throughout this paper, the SST measurements estimated with Equations (3)- (5) were identified as SST3, SST4, and SST5 data.
Niclòs et al. [41] considered not only the W content, but also the SSE value as fundamental variables to retrieve accurate SST measurements, and incorporated separate terms for W and SSE. The algorithm assumes the following form:
where T 31 and T 32 are the brightness temperature at satellite level of MODIS bands 31 and 32 in K, respectively; W is total atmospheric water vapor content in g/cm 2 ; SSE 31 and SSE 32 are the sea surface emissivity of MODIS bands 31 and 32, respectively; and a 1 , a 2 , b 1 , b 2 , c 1 , c 2 , α 0 , α 1 , α 2 , β 0 , β 1 , and β 2 are constant coefficients provided by [41] . The SAFREE radio-sounding database was exploited to develop the algorithm [61] . The SST measurements retrieved from the MODIS images were validated with in situ data [41] . Throughout this paper, the SST measurements obtained using method the proposed by [41] were identified as SST6 data.
Current Operational Algorithm for Retrieving Land Surface Temperature (LST) Data from MODIS Data
The authors of the current operational method for retrieving LST measurements [39] proposed estimating the LST values with a generalized SW algorithm [38] , if the LSE values are known. Therefore, the LST measurements were evaluated with the following equation: 3 , and C are the coefficients which depend on column water vapor (cm), surface air temperature (K), and zenith observation angle values [38] . Throughout this paper, the LST measurements obtained using the method proposed by Wan and Dozier [38] were identified as LST1 data.
Algorithms for Retrieving LST Data from MODIS Data
Sobrino et al. [37] also proposed three models for estimating LST measurements using MODIS bands 31 and 32. The LST measurements are given by the following three equations: As above-mentioned, the authors obtained the coefficients of these algorithms through 61 radiosonde observations, tested the methods with 183 radiosonde observations, and simulated MODIS data with the MODTRAN radiative transfer program. Therefore, they estimated error using both sets of radiosonde observations, and compared the retrieved values of LST with in situ measurements [37] . Throughout this paper, the LST measurements obtained using the method proposed by [37] with Equations (8)- (10) were identified as LST2, LST3, and LST4 data, respectively.
Estimation of Input Data
Since the brightness temperatures in MODIS bands 31 and 32 and zenith observation angles were derived from MODIS data, the SSE values in MODIS bands 31 and 32 and the W contents are required to retrieve SST measurements from MODIS images using the Equations (4), (6) , and (8)- (10) .
As above-mentioned, the variation in SSE value is due to the variation in salinity (S) and SPM concentrations, and in sea surface wind speed (U) and zenith observation angle (θ); the previous papers have evaluated these four effects on SSE values [20] [21] [22] [23] [24] [25] [26] [27] [28] [29] [30] [31] [32] [33] .
For this purpose, the emissivity values of the pure water in MODIS bands 31 and 32 were calculated by the model described by Masuda et al. [23] , as these values have been confirmed by several authors [24, [28] [29] [30] 33] .
The effect of S concentration on SSE values in MODIS bands 31 and 32 was obtained by the Newman et al. [25] model. This model was chosen because the authors investigated SSE behavior with respect to the salinity concentration using in situ data and their results, in this spectral region, were confirmed by SSE values of the most adopted model [21] . Therefore, the S effect on SSE values in MODIS bands 31 and 32 of these coastal waters was estimated from measured concentrations of salinity.
Wen-Yao et al. [31] and Wei et al. [32] retrieved SSE behaviors with respect to SPM concentrations from measurements of thermal radiometers at 8-14 µm in the laboratory. They agreed that the SSE value decreased with an increase in the SPM concentrations that were included in the water samples [31, 32] . Therefore, the SPM effect on SSE values in MODIS bands 31 and 32 of these coastal waters was estimated from in situ data using the equation proposed by [31] .
Since MODIS acquisitions over all stations on 14 August 2011 were performed with zenith observation angles greater than 50 • , and the SSE values tabulated with these angles by the Masuda et al. [23] model have not been confirmed by some authors [22, 26, 27, 30] , the effects of U and θ on SSE values in MODIS bands 31 and 32 were obtained with the equations proposed by Niclòs and Caselles [26] . Therefore, these values were retrieved from sea surface wind speeds measured during the cruise and the zenith observation angle of MODIS data. The results were validated with SSE data calculated by Masuda et al. [23] . The root-mean-square deviation (RMSD) values between the resultant data in MODIS bands 31 and 32 and SSE values calculated with the model in [23] were equal to 0.008 and 0.009, respectively. In accordance with the previous papers [22, 26, 27, 30] that did not confirm the SSE values tabulated with angles greater than 50 • by Masuda et al. [23] , the RMSD values of MODIS bands 31 and 32 acquired on 14 August 2011 were the greatest, i.e., 0.020 and 0.017, respectively.
The W values were retrieved from MODIS data using the algorithm proposed by Sobrino et al. [37] . The results were validated with AErosol RObotic NETwork (AERONET) data (R 2 is equal to 0.717 [13] ).
Results and Discussion
SST skin data were compared with SST1 (radiosonde based) , SST1 (ECMWF based) , SST1 (collection 5) , and SST2 (collection 6) measurements retrieved from MODIS bands 31 and 32 with the operational algorithms for retrieving the global data of SST proposed by [16] [17] [18] (Table 2) . The SST skin data were compared with the SST3, SST4, SST5, and SST6 measurements retrieved from MODIS bands 31 and 32 with the algorithms for retrieving SST data proposed by Sobrino et al. [37] and Niclòs et al. [41] (Table 3) . The SST skin data were compared the LST1, LST2, LST3, and LST4 measurements retrieved from MODIS bands 31 and 32 with the current operation algorithm for retrieving LST measurements [38] and with the three algorithms for retrieving LST measurements proposed by [37] (Table 4) . Table 4 . Values of RMSD, bias, and σ between SST skin data and LST1, LST2, LST3, and LST4 measurements. The analysis of error in SST1 (radiosonde based) , SST1 (ECMWF based) , SST1 (collection 5) , SST2 (collection 6) , SST3, SST4, SST5, SST6, LST1, LST2, LST3, and LST4 measurements showed that the biases were both warm and cold. The bias is, specifically, equal to the SST data retrieved from satellite images minus the ones measured in situ. The biases in the SST1 (radiosonde based) and SST1 (ECMWF based) measurements were cold in all monitored locations. The biases in the LST4 measurements were warm, except for the data of the locations monitored on 12 and 14 August 2011. Therefore, the SST1 (radiosonde based) and SST1 (ECMWF based) measurements always underestimated the SST data of these coastal waters, and the LST4 measurements overestimated these data. The other data of SST showed both warm and cold biases in the locations monitored during the same day. The RMDS values were exploited to identify the methods which minimized the error in SST measurements in these coastal waters.
LST2 measurements, which were obtained with the algorithm for retrieving LST data from MODIS images proposed by Sobrino et al. [37] , showed the smallest RMSD value, i.e., 0.48 K, and a maximum bias equal to −3.45 K and σ value equal to 0.41 K (Figure 2 ). LST1 measurements, which were calculated with the current operational algorithm for retrieving LST data from MODIS images [38] , showed an RMSD value greater than the one from the LST2 data and was slightly smaller than the one from the SST2 (collection 6) data, which were calculated with the current operational algorithm for retrieving SST data from MODIS images [17] , i.e., 0.66 K (Figure 2) . However, the LST1 measurements highlighted the smallest values of the maximum bias and σ, i.e., −1.37 K and 0.35 K, respectively (Figure 2 ). Both methods were successfully applied to retrieve the LST data and include the SSE values in their equations. The method described by Sobrino et al. [37] also included W content, whereas coefficients of the Wan and Dozier [38] algorithm were dependent on water vapor content. It is important to underline that water vapor contents exploited to identify the coefficients of the algorithm [38] were acquired with AERONET instruments, whereas the W contents included in retrieval of LST2 measurements were estimated from MODIS images. These values were validated with AERONET data (R 2 is equal to 0.717 [13] ).
Moreover, the SST3 measurements, which were obtained with the linear SW algorithm for retrieving SST data from MODIS images proposed by Sobrino et al. [37] , showed a RMDS value greater than the one from the LST2 data and smaller than the ones from the LST1 and SST2 (collection 6) data, i.e., 0.58 K (Figure 2) . However, the SST3 measurements highlighted maximum bias and σ values greater than the ones from LST1 and SST2 (collection 6) data, i.e., −3.48 K and 0.42 K, respectively (Figure 2 ). SS4 measurements obtained with the linear SW algorithm for retrieving SST data from MODIS images proposed by Sobrino et al. [37] , showed an RMDS value slightly greater than the one from LST1 data, and slightly smaller than the one from SST2 (collection 6) data, i.e., 0.67 K (Figure 2) . However, the SST4 measurements highlighted a maximum bias greater than the one from the LST1 and SST2 (collection 6) data, i.e., −3.82 K, and σ value greater than the one from the LST1 data and smaller than the ones from the LST2 and SST2 (collection 6) data, i.e., 0.39 K, (Figure 2 ). Both methods were the linear SW algorithms successfully applied to retrieve SST data, and the SST4 measurements were evaluated including total atmospheric water vapor content. Moreover, the SST3 measurements, which were obtained with the linear SW algorithm for retrieving SST data from MODIS images proposed by Sobrino et al. [37] , showed a RMDS value greater than the one from the LST2 data and smaller than the ones from the LST1 and SST2(collection 6) data, i.e., 0.58 K (Figure 2) . However, the SST3 measurements highlighted maximum bias and σ values greater than the ones from LST1 and SST2(collection 6) data, i.e., −3.48 K and 0.42 K, respectively ( Figure 2 ). SS4 measurements obtained with the linear SW algorithm for retrieving SST data from MODIS images proposed by Sobrino et al. [37] , showed an RMDS value slightly greater than the one from LST1 data, and slightly smaller than the one from SST2(collection 6) data, i.e., 0.67 K (Figure 2) . However, the SST4 measurements highlighted a maximum bias greater than the one from the LST1 and SST2(collection 6) data, i.e., −3.82 K, and σ value greater than the one from the LST1 data and smaller than the ones from the LST2 and SST2(collection 6) data, i.e., 0.39 K, (Figure 2 ). Both methods were the linear SW algorithms successfully applied to retrieve SST data, and the SST4 measurements were evaluated including total atmospheric water vapor content.
As above-mentioned, the LST1 measurements highlighted the smallest value of σ, i.e., 0.35 K (Figure 2 ). The LST2, SST3, SST4, SST2(collection 6), SST2(collection 5), LST3, and SST5 data showed comparable values of σ from 0.42 K to 0.39 K (Figure 2) . Therefore, the reduction of the error in the SST data of LST2, SST3, SST4, SST2(collection 6), SST2(collection 5), and LST3 measurements can be considered uniform.
The comparison of RMDS values highlighted that LST2, SST3, LST1, and SST4 data reduced the error in SST measurements in these coastal waters with respect to SST2(collection 6) data, which were calculated with the current operational algorithm for retrieving global data of SST from MODIS images [17] . Moreover, σ values of LST1 and SST4 data were smaller than the one from SST2(collection 6) measurements, i.e., 0.35 K, 0.39 K, and 0.40 K, respectively; and the maximum bias of LST1 data was smaller than the one from SST2(collection 6) measurements, i.e., −1.37 K and −1.90 K, respectively. It should be noted that the operation algorithms do not perform well in coastal situations since they were developed to produce global measurement of SST and the atmospheric correction algorithms were optimized for oceanic conditions [16] [17] [18] [19] .
It is interesting to note that the current operation algorithms for retrieving LST and SST data from MODIS bands 31 and 32 highlighted the smallest values of the maximum bias, -1.37 K and -1.90 K, respectively.
The comparisons between the SSTskin data and SST1(radiosonde based), SST1(ECMWF based), SST1(collection 5), and SST1(collection 6) measurements obtained with the operation algorithms for retrieving SST data from MODIS bands 31 and 32, highlighted that changes in coefficients and algorithms improved the As above-mentioned, the LST1 measurements highlighted the smallest value of σ, i.e., 0.35 K (Figure 2 ). The LST2, SST3, SST4, SST2 (collection 6) , SST2 (collection 5) , LST3, and SST5 data showed comparable values of σ from 0.42 K to 0.39 K (Figure 2) . Therefore, the reduction of the error in the SST data of LST2, SST3, SST4, SST2 (collection 6) , SST2 (collection 5) , and LST3 measurements can be considered uniform.
The comparison of RMDS values highlighted that LST2, SST3, LST1, and SST4 data reduced the error in SST measurements in these coastal waters with respect to SST2 (collection 6) data, which were calculated with the current operational algorithm for retrieving global data of SST from MODIS images [17] . Moreover, σ values of LST1 and SST4 data were smaller than the one from SST2 (collection 6) measurements, i.e., 0.35 K, 0.39 K, and 0.40 K, respectively; and the maximum bias of LST1 data was smaller than the one from SST2 (collection 6) measurements, i.e., −1.37 K and −1.90 K, respectively. It should be noted that the operation algorithms do not perform well in coastal situations since they were developed to produce global measurement of SST and the atmospheric correction algorithms were optimized for oceanic conditions [16] [17] [18] [19] .
The comparisons between the SST skin data and SST1 (radiosonde based) , SST1 (ECMWF based) , SST1 (collection 5) , and SST1 (collection 6) measurements obtained with the operation algorithms for retrieving SST data from MODIS bands 31 and 32, highlighted that changes in coefficients and algorithms improved the accuracy of SST data in these coastal waters. The RMSD values reduced from 2.41 to 0.68 K, the maximum biases decreased from −5.53 to −1.90 K, and values of σ reduced from 0.46 to 0.40 K (Figure 2 ).
Conclusions
SST skin measurements of coastal waters of the Manfredonia Gulf, Taranto Gulf, and the area close to Lesina Lagoon were compared with SST measurements retrieved from MODIS images. The retrieval of SST data was performed with three sets of SW algorithms: (i) not-linear SST methods (i.e., Equations (1) and (2)) developed and modified by an international team of scientists employed to produce global SST measurements from MODIS data; (ii) four well-tested algorithms for retrieving SST data from MODIS images (i.e., Equations (3)- (6)) proposed by [37, 41] . Sobrino et al. [37] introduced two linear SW techniques, one of these with terms dependent on W content (Equation (4)), and a linear quadratic algorithm (Equation (5)). Niclòs et al. [41] proposed a quadratic regression that included W and SSE values (Equation (6)); and (iii) four algorithms for retrieving LST data from MODIS images (Equations (7)- (10)) where W and LSE values were taken into consideration. The international team of scientists employed to produce accurate LST measurements proposed Equation (7). Sobrino et al. [37] introduced Equations (8)-(10) to retrieve LST measurements from MODIS data.
The comparison with the SST skin evaluated from in situ data highlighted that the algorithm for retrieving LST data from MODIS images proposed by Sobrino et al. [37] and the current operative algorithm for retrieving LST data from MODIS images proposed by Wan and Dozier [38] both minimized the error in the SST measurements of these coastal waters with respect to the current operative algorithm for retrieving global data of SST from MODIS images proposed by Kilpatrick et al. [17] .
Therefore, the results demonstrate that SW algorithms for retrieving LST measurements that include W and SSE values can improve the accuracy of SST measurements in near-land coastal waters. Furthermore, the variation in W and SSE values of near-land coastal waters can be considered comparable to the variation of other land surfaces.
Future work should aim to exploit the variations in W and SSE values for further reducing the error in SST measurements in near-land coastal waters.
